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Cone in.

M. President.

Yeah.

VWl |, have you nade the announcenent ?
Yeah.

Sounds good, (unintelligible). See if I, see
I'"ve heard it on--when you did it.

(Unintelligible)
Yeah. | think it was the right nove.

Yeah, right. After our talk yesterday, |
referred to—+ was ainming at the Ervin Conmittee
at that point (unintelligible) discussed.

Fi gures though—+ nean--Len Garnent's
(unintelligible). Talked to Petersen again
today and, uh, he was down here at the Wite
House. And whatever he's charged with, lie's
got (unintelligible) Just figures you can't keep
them (tape noi se)--wal ked out in the sun
(unintelligible) and put them and put them
ahead of Mtchell. But | just don't think (tape
noise). Did you have any different views today?

No, | didn't.

Do you think this is the right step
(unintelligible)?

| do.
(Tape Noi se)
..can occur -- It's going to be--it's going to be

bl oody...



APRIL 17, 1973,

FROM 5:20 TO 7:14 P. M

ROCGERS
PRESI DENT:
ROGERS:

PRESI DENT:
ROGERS:
PRESI DENT:
ROGERS
PRESI DENT:

ROGERS:
PRESI DENT:
ROGERS:

PRESI DENT:
ROGERS:

PRESI DI ENT:

ROGERS:
PRESI DENT:

I think that
.believe ne.

.the top people in governnent deserve the samne
consi deration...

as a Comuni - ...

..as anybody el se.

Qur damm rights.

Not any nore, but just as much, and, uh...

But the idea that a top person in governnent is,
uh-- uh, it isn't the question beyond reproach
you know. A person could be beyond reproach
Take ne--1 should have been fired many tines--
because |'ve been so heavily critized in the
press, many (unintelligible) things | didn't do.

Yeah
You renenber.

Well, as a matter of fact, it's a, alittle bit
the sanme attitude that, uh, Lucius Cay had
about you and the fund.

Ri ght .

In conmparison with Ei senhower, you shoul d get
off. Well, that was really what he said.

I think the people will probably-- they wil |
have a view that —the New York Tinmes will have a
cheap editorial tonorrow that the President
should fire the whole Wite House staff

Ch well, that isn't--(unintelligible)

Anybody who did it. But | think the people—+
don't know, correct ne if I amwong, | think
they'd like a man who'd stand up to--not to
condemm peopl e before they' re proven
(unintelligible)
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Yeah.
(Unintelligible).
Well, 1 think that...
And | don’t...

.that, what did, what did Petersen say on
Ehrlichman? Does he have any other evidence
except what’s in that piece of paper? Because if
he doesn't ...

Nope.

.there wasn't...
Nope.

.anything in there.

Nope. Well, it's, ah, it's hardly anything.
Except that Pat Gray; and, now recollects he did
get the God dann pi ece of paper and, he
destroyed it, because he was told it was
political material, and had nothing to do with
Watergate. He says (unintelligible). There's no
place in the FBI to (unintelligible) it--it's an
unbel i evabl e story.

Vell, Ehrlichman didn't tell himto destroy it?

Hell no. Gay went back--Dean didn't give it to
him (unintelligible) Ehrlichman’s--and,

incidentally, I, ah, | put it hard to Petersen
(Unintelligible) Used your name, and uh, (tape
noise) | talked to Bill Rogers about it

yesterday and | had a very (unintelligible)
(tape noise) | said, "He | ooked over this and he
said you don' t have nmuch of a case on
Ehrlichman.” (Unintelligible/ REMOVED) (Tape
Noi se)

That piece of paper didn't have anything on
Ehrli chman.
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Yeah. (Unintelligible). They're trying |ike
hell to just frighten people to death.
(Unintelligible) to send "emto jail and so
forth. Strachan--they're trying to break him |
don’t (unintelligible) telling himhe can either
be a witness or a defendant. So uh,-- well, uh,
the other thing—and | told Hal deman, | said,
"Tell himto be a witness."

VWat' s happened to Dean?

They may deal with him And that's, why | put
in that statement, | hope--that's the point. |
said, “Look, | talked to Rogers.” | said, "W
thi nk we have a grave problemin giving i mmunity
to the President’s Counsel. He said "But,
suppose that it’'s Dean‘s testinony that we need
to get Hal deman and Ehrlichman. Then should we
give himimm-, shouldn't we give himimmunity?”
| said, "No-- not unless you have
corroboration."

Vell, (unintelligible), what you do, M.
President on things like that, is you, you say
to afellow, " Well, you ve got to--you viol ated
the law. You' ve got to be indicted. Well

consi der the help you ve given us when it cones
to the question of sentence.” 1In other words,
you...

Yeah.
..hol d out the prospect to him you see.

Un hhrm  But how coul d you give John Dean, the
President's Counsel, total inmunity--when he's
i nvol ved? He, he admits invol venent throughout.

O course, if, if you gave himimunity...
But I ...
You—you get ...

I (unintelligible) said, by no neans. 1°'d take
the rap (unintelligible).
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They' d think that you worked it out so Dean

Well, they're going to s--, Then the other way—
the way that Dean’s people, the U S. Attorney’s
peopl e—but, Peterson said he agreed with that.
"He was trying to convince the U S. Attorneys of
that. But they were hot on trying to give him
immunity (unintelligible). And they want to get
Hal deman and Ehrlichman, frankly. As and, and,
and they said, and then, I, I--and then
(unintelligible) cop out there (unintelligible)
(Tape Noi se) Wiy do you think they should go?
(unintelligible) on what basis? Here's what we
have in mind. I'lIl tell you what this statenent
was on They're gonna have Magruder in open court
eventually. Haven't nmade the deal with him
either, but they will. (Unintelligible). The
guestion's sinply this (unintelligible) plead
guity. They're gonna put out a statenent in
which they will name other, (unintelligible)
what they call non-indictable co-conspirators—
t he nanmes of people that Dean has charged.

Yes.

That's all (unintelligible with Tape Noise). He
said Sirica, otherwise, will ask himquestions
and he's gonna testify publicly in open court
about other people. | think that is a hell of a
prejudicial thing to do to the rights of an

i ndividual --but | don't (unintelligible).

(Unintelligible)

And |, and | said—and then they said, “Hal deman
and Ehrlichman will not be on that list if you,
uh, if they take a | eave—+f you fire them” |
said, "Are you telling ne if | fire them you

won't prosecute 'en?” "Oh, no, no, but | nean
they won't be on that list.” "Because", he
said,"” if they're on that list they'|l have to--
" And then they said--Ah, ah, | said, "Well

what are you saying?” He said, “Wll, we just

felt we. giving you an option, that, that you
coul d ahead of the herd basically, by just
letting themgo.” But on the other hand, Bill,
| think,
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| think that whether they're on the list or-

if I let "'emgo, they're on the list anyway. It
appears that | just--1 heard they were going to
be on the list and | fired themand they were on
it. Then, then it looks as if we’ re not
prosecuting. That's ny problem W' re, not

prosecuting ny two top people and | let “~em go.
I don't think that nakes sense at all--or do you
agree? |, am| m ssing sonething here?

You don't seemto.
Vell tell me that—Well, wouldn't it | ook bad?

Ch, sure.

Bad.

From your standpoint. Yeah.

If I et Hal deman and Ehrlichman go and they
didn't have themon the list, they will cal

t hem before the Grand Jury and then indict them
if they get information. Jesus Christ-

But if you see, M. President, the, the only
reason a judge questions a defendant when
there's a plea of guilty...

Yeah.

.Ls to make sure that he's pleadi ng
voluntarily...

Yeah.
..and that he knows the nature of his plea.

Now then-- right, right. But Sirica has
exceeded that hasn't he, Bill? That's the
poi nt .

Vel l ...

He's aski ng now who el se was involved. See
that's what he's gonna ask. "Was he invol ved?"
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It, it seems to nme that if he's doing that—I
think he'll (unintelligible) MCord.

That’s that's what they're saying.

Well, if, he does that, that's a perversion of
the Grand Jury process. The whole idea of the
Grand Jury process is to protect people...

Yeah.

.until they're indicted. And once they are
indicted, then they are presuned to be innocent
and then they go to trial. One of the reasons
you have a Grand Jury proceeding is so you don’'t
have i nnocent nanmes made news (unintelligible)
to the public.

Well, I'Il tell you. Let ne put it this way.
(Unintelligible/ REMOVED). Uh, frankly, | think
he's going to beat it. | don't think it's going

to help him if, if by letting himgo |I know
that he's, he's gone to the prosecution.

(Unintelligible)
I told him-

You shoul dn't--you shouldn't be faced with those
probl ens.

I know I don't have anybody (unintelligible).
Don't you agree with ne that, that, that, that
was—t hat you know, | am concerned about ny
people. | know that Hal deman and Ehrlichman are
not guilty of a God-dam thing. You know what |
nean. It's only tangential on that, Bill--
tangential. Sure they knew they were raising
noney for these God-damm def endants, but they,
here they were busy in the canpaign. They, |
mean, | nmean with ne, with ne...

Yeah.
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Ehrlichman was handl i ng the whol e donestic thing
and Hal deman was with ne all the time. Christ he
nmust have worked (unintelligible). It was al

over wwth Mtchell. Mtchell is the son-of-a-
bitch in this whole thing--and frankly, Dean was
handling it for White House. (Unintelligible).
Qur people were aware that he was. W were
aware (unintelligible).

How, how did you leave it with Petersen? | don't

know whet her--1 think fromnow on you better |et
himrun with the ball. | don’t know...

I have. | left it with Petersen. He's gonna
report to ne and | said, "If you get any
corroborative testinony, 1'd like to know. " |
think that’s better.

Sur e.

And, and if | get some corroborative testinony,
| said, "I'd like to be warned and I can call in
nmy people and say, “Look, | found this out and
|"ve got information and you, and you--
Therefore, you ought to consi der whet her you
shouldn’t resign.” That's all | told him Wl
I"'mnot going yo talk to himany nore about
that. After all, I'"'mthe President of the God-

damm country--and I'mgoing to get on with it
and neet ltalians and Germans and all these
ot her

RESTRI CTED- “ B”

Ch, you do that. [I-think you; | think that,

uh. .

I've been living with this for, since around the
30th of March that's all 1've been doing for

half the time now, you know. Having all these
(unintelligible) that | can trust. Wat trust.

| trust Ehrlichnan. | had himworking on it.
must say he conpleted the job. W got to the
bottomof the thing. (Unintelligible) Mtchel
and questioned (unintelligible). This is before
Magruder (unintelligible). And he said there is
a possible, possible, uh, situation of the, of
the aftermath, of the--what do you call it? Uh-
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(Unintelligible).

if the individuals knew that the purpose was to
keep people fromtalking in, in court...

In court...

Not openly. Apparently, it’s, uh--You night

want a keep ‘em fromtal ki ng--but he said,
"Anyway”, he said, “that’s the problem” So
what the hell. (Unintelligible/ REMOVED)

Hal deman and hi s kids, Ehrlichman and Dean and
his kids. You know what | nean? You go hone at
night (unintelliqgible). [|’'mthinking of the
possibility of their nocking their great career.
They’ ve served, this Admnistration--narvel ously
for 4 years. Then all of a sudden, shit they're
(Unintelligible). 1'Il1 tell you, they, if they
aren’'t convicted, Bill, they'Il, they'Il cone
out, you know what | nmean. (Unintelligible)
charge, and everbody's gonna under st and.

This'Il be in better perspective in a year, |
t hi nk.

I think so. | think once that the—aell, the
first brush will be--it, uh...

.terrible

.wll be terrible.

Yes, sir,

No doubt about that.
Ch, Christ yes.

Uh, and it will—t has so many little
ram fications

Yeah.

.to the story,

Yeah. Right, right.

But when it's all finished...
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Watergate nmess, that's what it is.
.when it's all finished--I don't know...

(Unintelligible). The Jury indicts, noves.
W're going to get on Wi th
(unintelligible) this country. A lot of people
in the country have, uh-we may find they, they
do know the President's doing the best he can.
God damm thing. If | wanted to cover-up—they
probably think the President can't cover-up. |If
I wanted to, | sure haven't done it very well,
have 1? You can see it...

Not only that (unintelligible) prosecute
(unintelligible) your own peopl e.

(Unintelligible) prosecuted Mtchell.

At any of these tinmes, did he give you any
i ndi cati on of what he's going to do with
(Unintelligible)?

Make a deal, with both--make a deal w th Dean.

Yeah, make a deal. | would think with Dean they
woul d just say, "Look son, if you're indicted,
you're coming along.” "Gee, fellows, what the
hell is (unintelligible)" and any of

(unintelligible). But he's going to try this
whol e "Admi nistration I would expect. And ny
viewon that is let himtry the whole

Adm ni stration. Ron Ziegler makes an
interesting point. He said, "Dean had, in

February, had said, |, for nine nonths conducted
this investigation. Now he conmes in and charges
co inaction.” God dammit, why didn't he cone in

earlier and tell me these things, Bill? Wy
didn't he do it? |If he knew | would think that...

It's one of those things that | just--(Tape
Noi se) if they have Mtchell.
Ch, shit.

Vel |, these things happened.
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And once it did happen, not cutting it off right
t hen--stepping forward and saying, “I flubbed
this. These kids shouldn’t have done this and
that’s not really best judge.” Good God

Alm ghty, uh, (unintelligible). They just

t hought that m ght hurt the election, shit.

Same thing is true in Vesco. That case he’'s
i nvol ved in--

Bel ongs to the courts I'd rather have it there
than in the Comm ttee.

Ch, sure.

Whul dn't you? At least the court doesn't try
to...

Well, that’s the way it’s supposed to be. That's
the system The systemis..

It sure shows the system works, though, doesn’t

it? | nean, | get Petersen, had himin here al
day on Sunday, had hi mon Mnday, | had himhere
today. | fired out ny statenent, and | said...

VWhat’' d he say about your statenent?

Petersen? Ch, he thought it was fine. I, I, |
got to thank himfor it.

Is he willing to (unintelligible) accuse other
people in open court?

A judge like Sirica. (unintelligible).

Well, | could see it, | could see--Sirica was,
he was suspi ci ous there was a cover-up.

That's right. Right.

He was trying to, he was trying to put pressure
on the ones who knew so he could nove to...
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No only to confess about thensel ves, but about
ot her ones. On that point, of course, they'd
say that Magruder has acknow edged, Magruder has
conf essed- - but what about others? Wat about
(unintelligible)?

VWhat | nean is here you' ve got a willing

wi tness. Before he was doing it to reluctant
defendants. Here you got a willing, as |
understand it, a willing w tness.

VWho will testify.

VWho will testify, who' s been working with the
prosecutor and who's going to, going to, will be
call ed before the Gand Jury. Wy the hell
he's--that (unintelligible) open court. That's
the—that's what the Grand Jury's for. Mkes a
nice little backdrop for your Italian dinner,
doesn’'t it?

Ch, it’'ll be alright. They'll have a fine
dinner (intelligible). They just heard the
story. (Unintelligible) "Thank God, the
President's finally said sonething about
Watergate.” That, | think, is going to he the
partial reaction.

| do too.
I don't know. | mnot taking any...
No. (Unintelligible).

..confort out of it, because for a period of tine
it's going to be painful. "Mtchell gets
(unintelligible). Wen possibly Hal denan and
Ehrlichman gets...

(Unintelligible)

They're talking to themnow |[|'ve asked them
both to cone over here for a m nute when they
get (unintelligible). | feel frankly that we
should. And a question that he makes now whi ch
is still open, you see, he still left it open.
They, they'll leave if evidence that Dean
brought to ny attention...

12
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Yeah.

O course, if | have other sources. Now, if he
doesn't have enough to sink 'em but he nakes

t hese, he's doing enough to sink them in order
to get (unintelligible). Wether or not

Hal deman and Ehrlichman ought to wait until

their names are publicly brought into this.
Magruder shouldn’t. He said he’'d give us twelve
hours notice on that, but |I— think that
probably it’s going to be tonorrow.

I think John and Bob should have nore time to
talk to their lawer first (unintelligible).

Your imedi ate reaction, though, is--

(Unintelligible) my reaction is | don't
under st and

What should | do?

.what the hell they're going to--what, what
Magruder's going to do? | don't, uh, it seens
to ne if Dean has nentioned themthat way that

t hey ought to them uh, take a | eave of absence.

Yeah.
| don’t see how...

But you would wait until their names were
menti oned? That's the whole point.

Yeah. | don't see on what basis can you, you
can do it. Nowin the case of...

Well, on this basis now Let’'s say that the
Presi dent had knowl edge fromthe U S. Attorney
t hat charges had been nade agai nst them But,

that ne enphasize, | nailed himhard. | said
“Now let’s—= | said, “Rogers and | read this
whol e thing over. But they' re uncorroborated.”
He says, “l agree.” But he wants ne to sack

‘em
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He can't corroborate it?

And | have a feeling for a, for a guy that's
supposed to uphold the right of innocent before
(unintelligible) guilty. Well, let ne say this.
I've got to live with nmy self. | don't want to
do it in that (unintelligible). That isn't
fair. On the other hand, I'mtrying to think of
their standpoint. |If they're going to get--if
they could get sone advantage, either—any
advant age by not thereby being naned in. in this
statenent and then, of course not even being
indicted. Maybe that's sonet hi ng.

That's a deci sion...
But they re gonna...
That's a decision they al nost have to make.

They, they, on the other, hand, they're going to
be called. They' Il be indicted and call ed.

Al t hough, | guess really appearing as non-

i ndi ctabl e co-conspirators—what the hell ever
that neans (unintelligible).

When you have a, a case that’'s serious and you
have people who are on the periphery, and you
want to name them ah, in order to have them
avail able as a witness, you nane them as a co-
conspirator without indicting them Well, well,
for the common person...

.these guys are avail abl e.

.for the comopn person--that s just as bad as
being indicted. Expecially, er,
(unintelligible)

(Unintelligible)

You can't clear you nane. Unh, in other words,

if you' re indicated, uh, then you have the
opportunity to clear the record. Go to trial,
get an acquittal, that you (unintelligible)
just as if it didn't happen. |If you' re naned as
a co-conspirator and forced to resign, then

you' re convicted without a trial.
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In case |"'mnot really--you got to protect

t hem because | don't--1 think probably in the
final analysis they--1'mafraid, I'm afraid Bob
is probably in...

..gonna be i ndicted?
..in trouble. But, ah...
I”’mnot sure he's indictable.

I’mnot sure he'll be indicted but his...
Well, staying too close to the noney. He never
can explain that. 1In terns of |egal, uh,

i nvol verrent though but he could never explain to
the people (unintelligible) by Mtchell, by, by
Dean, (unintelligible) of the defense?

Why don't, why don't we do this?
(Unintelligible)—er, they' re just talking to
| awyers. Well you won't have a chance to, to
assimlate it. (Unintelligible).

Well.
And if you're going to have twel eve hours.

Yeah twelve. | would like for you to put your
mnd to, to the problem if you would, because |
really think we’ve got to start hel ping ‘em
Hel p advise them They're, they're in the eye
of the hurricane.

Al right. It gives us alittle time to see how
your, how your statenent plays.

Al ways had a suspicion Mtchell had done it
(unintelligible) every God-damm thing.
(Unintelligible). Al ways.

Ch.

But that he probably didn't know about—know what
I nean? My feeling was that M tchel
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basi cal |y al ways t hought Magruder
(unintelligible) God-danm thing. Mtchell just
wasn't tending the shop. That's what |

under st and.

|"m surprised about Dean. | thought, | thought—
Vell fromthe beginning, | thought Magruder |ied
and | thought Mtchell, Mtchell probably—he may
wel | have given the go ahead and said, “Ch yeah,
to hell with this,” and the dam thing was then
approved.

Yeah. "Don't tell ne about it."

"Co ahead. “Don't tell nme. Go ahead and do
it.” Ah, well |'msurprised about Dean because
| didn't think...

Dean clains that he didn't have anything to do
wi th having them w th having them go ahead.
Understand that—After that Dean canme in in terns
of the obstruction of justice. There' s where
he’'s vul nerable. That's all. He's not, he’'s
not vul nerable on the first part in nmy opinion.

I think he...

Fromthe same position if he's gotten two people
he's trying to bargain w th—-beana dd, and

Magr uder —and he—di d he say he got the witten
statenments from both of then®

I think what they’ ve done is they ve sat down
and debriefed. That’'s what they call it.
(Unintelligible) with an agreenment certainly,

t hough. Were Dean is concerned, nothing they
can do to shake him On that one he stands
firm

(Unintelligible) I would think that the one

fellow that had to know about this and, uh,
shoul d take a | eave of absence is Dean.

(Unintelligible) what about his
(unintelligible)? 1t looks like he's the
scapegoat (unintelligible) set himoff.
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ROGERS:
PRESI DENT:
ROGERS:

PRESI DENT:
ROGERS:

PRSI DENT:

ROGERS:
PRESI DENT:

ROGERS:

We don't.
.worse than he is.

Well | think your point is true enough. He
appears to be an underling, although he...

He was t he one.

Pretty hard to, pretty hard to say, the | awers
for the...

Vell he was--he was not. Not in this matter, |
can assure you. He handled the whole thing. He
was dependi ng upon--directing, in fact, when |
started ny investigation on the 21° of March.
saw Dean at least three tines. At Canp David
he was to wite the son-of-a-bitch up so we
could put out a statenment. He said, “I really
can’t wite a statenment that you can put out.”
That’s, so | nust say, |’ve done everything I
can to get to the bottom Bill, as you can see.
| said, | said, “John, you got to let it al
hang out--now find out--you got to tell ne what
the hell the score is so we’'ll know how to dea
with this. W’'re not going to be nibbled to
death by a thousand, you know, uh, hurts.”
That’s, that’s exactly what we’ ve done. So

we’ ve got just as--the tinme when MCord, which
I, I (unintelligible). There are--at |east,
he’s made a | ot of allegations hat he--are not
true. But there’'s enough there that woul d put
anybody on notice that without a doubt there's
somet hi ng wr ong.

Yeah.

That's why | had to nove and | have—at |east |
produced—good-- | thought the statenment should
reveal that | have been working on the son-of-a-
bitch since the twenty-first of March

What are we doing? “(Unintelligible) why don’'t
we—why don’t we not neet any nore toni ght and
t hen...
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ROGERS:

PRESI DENT:
ROGERS:

PRESI DENT:
ROGERS:
PRESI DENT:
ROGERS:

PRESI DENT:

ROGERS
PRESI DENT:

ROGERS:

PRESI DENT:

(Unintelligible). 1In the, inthe, in the rea
sense, it's up to the—+t’'s up to John and Bob

Yeah.

It’s damm difficult for anybody el se who doesn’t
know what the hell he’'s tal ki ng about. For
exanple, | don't really know. you know, what the
facts are.

Yeah.
I, 1, 1..
I"mnot sure that | know.

You don’t either. So it's very difficult for

ot hers whose judgenent tends to be superficial.

Al t hough those are sophisticated fell ows--John

after all, is a lawer, so he clains that he's

(unintelligible), a thoughtful kind of a fell ow,
and he isn’t, isn't shaken now, isn't a fellow

that’s just a ranbling idiot.

Yeah--he's taking hold. Had everybody over this
norning. Going to fight, discredit Dean--

di scredit the prosecutor, you know, ah, going to
fight. That'll be one hell of alittle fight

but (unintelligible) the Adm nistration
(Unintelligible).

(Unintelligible).
Dean' s pissed off.
(Tape Noi se)

(Unintelligible). You don't expect the head of
the FBI to pick up and burn the God-damm stuff.
You can put it in your safe and say it is
unrelated to the investigation. But, burn it,
nmakes you | ook Iike a common cr ook

W' re working as hard as we can. The guy we're
thinking of, Bill (unintelligible) a Denocrat,
Irish, Catholic, bachelor, 42 years of age.
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PRESI DENT:
( CONTI NUED) :

ROGERS:
PRESI DENT:

HAL DEMAN
PRESI DENT:
ROGERS:

EHRLI CHVAN:

UNI DENTI FI ED
HAL DEMAN

ROGERS:
EHRLI CHVAN:
HAL DEMAN

EHRLI CHVAN:
PRESI DENT:

He's finishing the Ell sberg case and received
plaudits for being just as fair as he can.
Thank God there’s a jurist of that kind. And
based on (unintelligible). And | did, I think
he’d get a hundred percent because he has, ah
he has investigative experience. A great nman

for the job.
(Unintelligible)
He’ll get a hundred votes in the Senate.

(Unintelligible). “Wy did you burn it?”

Wul dn't you say, “There’'s no place in the FBI
We have nothing to do with politics. This is
political material. Turned it over to us,
showed it to us because they wanted to be sure
they weren't suppressing anything it
(unintelligible). (Unintelligible) Thought
the best thing to do was the--FBlI first.”

Do you want us or not?
Ah—sure, come on in, then

I was just saying to the President | thought
maybe we oughta wait until overnight.
(Unintelligible) the two of you
(unintelligible) just not feeling
(unintelligible).

W tal ked to your M. WI son.
(Unintelligible)
Wlson? An old-tiner?

Not hing li ke—eontrary to your feeling that we
woul dn’t want to work with him I, | think we'll
find himvery good...

He's a fine chap

and tough.
He’' s very know edgeabl e.

Sharp as hell. Technically, he's, he’s old,
but, but nmentally he's, he's..

.very bright.

Just let ne say, |'mso glad that you have a--

sonmebody to talk to. | definitely...
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ROCGERS
HAL DEMAN

PRESI DENT:
HAL DEMAN

PRESI DENT:
EHRLI CMVAN:

HAL DEMAN
EHRLI CHVAN:

HAL DEMAN

ROCGERS

PRESI DENT:

EHRLI CHVAN:

HAL DEMAN

My only reservation would be (unintelligible).

Well, that's a problem |If we go to trial, he's
gonna be abl e—he’s got a heart problem and al
that so you can't...

You, you don't need a trial |awer...
We need brains right now.
VWhat you need is brains, judgenent.

Vel l, he knows the cast of characters. He knows
Petersen. He knows d anzer. He knows all these
peopl e and, uh..

..and he al ready despi ses them
Al the people we don't Iike.
(Laught er)

Maybe he started out that way before we said,
anyt hi ng.

Well, I'"mglad because | was worried about his
(unintelligible). 1 gave...
Bill has a, Bill brought—ncidentally, ah, |

asked himabout it again, how he |iked the
Garnent approach. And he said, “No problem”

We should go with him | told himthis is the
only question you see, (unintelligible), I
don’t have anybody to talk to. |'mnot gonna
talk to Petersen any nore. That’'s done, and | —
except, except to suck all, all the information
I often got fromhim You know what | nean

Wl son said to us, he said, "Be ware of
Petersen. He talks.” He said, uh, he cited a
case that he had that Petersen was involved in..

And he said that one problemin dealing with him
was that every point he nmakes is acconpai ned by
a story, and that (unintelligible).
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PRESI DENT:

HAL DEMAN
PRESI DENT:

EHRLI CHVAN:

PRESI DENT:
EHRLI CHVAN:

ROGERS

EHRLI CHVAN:
PRESI DENT:
EHRLI CHVAN:

(Unintelligible). Well, then maybe 1'I1, all
I'"l'l do with Petersen--he said that he'd give ne
12 hours notice with regard to the Magruder
thing and I think I want that.

Yeah, okay.

Bill doesn’t know what the hell that, how that
procedure works...

Let ne tell you what that is. WIson explained
that to us, too. He said that where a man goes
in on an information, and pleads guilty, in this
District, it is customary for the judge to
interrogate if he wishes to. And also for there
to be filed a, a statenent of the case, uh, in
the nature of the information. Now the

i nformati on which they will file, instead of an
i ndi ctnent, nanes co-conspirators in the
conspiracy charge who are not indicted. That
does not nmean that you won't be indicted |ater
It means for the purpose of that information
which is then filed, your are not indicted. And
so this is alist of people who in, in a
description of a conspiracy pattern are co-
conspirators. His analysis of the pros and cons
of this are--that for the prosecutor to come
forward and say, “If you' |l suspend these
birds, I will name themin the list of co-
conspirators,” gets the prosecutor off a
difficult political hook. Because when the

j udge asks, “Were there any other co-
conspirators and, and so on?” He can say, WlI,
t hey have al ready been suspended, ah, ...

B- but. ..

..and may be indicted.” Now, we reserve the right
to indict thembut we are going to have them
before the Grand Jury.

So, are they going to help a bit?
Vll, this is, it doesn't help us.
That's -the point...

It helps the prosecutor with his problem n
the ot her hand, he says there's a, there is a
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EHRLI CHVAN:

( CONTI NUED) :

PRESI DENT:
EHRLI CHVAN:
ROGERS:

HAL DEMAN

EHRLI CHVAN:
ROGERS:

HAL DEMAN
ROGERS:

PRESI DENT:
ROGERS:
PRESI DENT:
ROGERS:

EHRLI CHVAN:
HAL DEMAN
PRESI DENT:
ROGERS:
PRESI DENT:
ROGERS:
EHRLI CHVAN:

HAL DEMAN

certain negative init, froma political:
standpoint for the Administration in that the

guestion will arise, "Well, why weren’t their
nanes on there if they're co-conspirators?"
Ri ght .

Somebody' s covering up.
Yes. That's, it.

That’s, that' s worse than puttin' themon the
list.

Yeah, and so, uh, he said...

I don't know, John. And let ne go back, for
just a nonment on this procedure. The
information a is filed by the prosecutor

hi nsel f, without a, without a Grand Jury action?

Yeah.

Ah, if, if the, prosecutor nanes, for al
practical purposes, he's convicted ‘en.

That's right.
.particularly in the...
.in the public mnd

Particularly that you are going to | eave public
servi ces...

That's what WI son sai d.
That's what WI son sai d.
If they are indicted.

Wel |, you've been indicted.

That' s right.

O course.

They could list you as, list you as a co-

conspirator, don't call you to the Grand Jury,
don't file, ah, don't take an indictnment against
you. ..

.force the President to suspend you and...
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ROCERS: Yeah.

PRESI DENT: Let’s face it.

ROGERS: The indictnment, Bob, is a charge--the
i ndi ctment ...

PRESI DENT: It 'doesn't convict anybody.

ROCERS: What the Constitution provides is that before
charges (unintelligible) a group of citizens can
vi ew t he evi dence.

EHRLI CHVAN: .ln secret.

ROGERS: In secret. To see if there is sufficient
evi dence to nmake a public charge agai nst them

PRESI DENT: Yup.

ROGERS: That's the protection that everybody has. Ah,
if there is an exception and | guess there is in
this case, the lesser crime would be this case,
the | esser crime would be the result. But, |
think, in this case the gravity is such that
that’s all baloney. That’'s alright for sonmebody
stealing autonobile (unintelligible) fromthe
si dewal k or sonething but, know, people in, in
public positions (unintellligible) are entitled
to the protection of the Gand Jury. Because if
they, they want to nmake a public charge agai nst
an individual-- present it to the Grand Jury.
(Unintelligible). That's, the system But here
you have a perversion of the system

EHURL| CHVAN: Sur e.

ROGERS: If you're named in an information...

PRESI DENT: Bill, ..

ROGERS: .defintely keeps the governnent, hell, as far as
you' re concerned, you're both concerned you're...

EHRLI CHVAN: Bill, ..

ROGERS: .guilty.

EHRLI CHVAN: Yeah. They have this, they have this capacity

by using that process. They could
and never give you a day in court.

ruin you
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ROCERS: O course

EHRLI CHVAN: They could list you as, list you as a co-
conspirator, don't call you to the Grand Jury,
don’t file, ah, don't take an indictnment against
you...

HAL DEMAN: .force the President to suspend you and...

EHRLI CHVAN: ..and you’' re cooked forever. You're a
conspirator in the Watergate case.

ROGERS: Publicly, as far as the public is concerned, you
are indicted even if they don't call it that.

EHRLI CHVAN: That’ s right.

ROGERS: The president has been forced to have you | eave.

EHRLI CHVAN: It’s non-actionable. It’'s privileged. You
can’'t sue for slander.

HAL DEMAN: W do have a public record in that regard
t hough, in that we have a public position which
conmands substantial attention.

ROGERS: (Unintelligible) you see that—-see, Bob, see, the
protection of the Grand Jury gives the citizen
is that first the charge is heard in public.

HAL DEMAN: That’s right. To turn this around.

ROGERS: And then the charge--then, then everybody shuts

up. The evidence is not disclosed. Nobody says
a word and the Judge cautions everybody to take
the responsibility (unintelligible) you go to
trial. And everything is then controlled by the
rul es of evidence. The, then the, the Jury
makes a deci sion based on the evidence. That’'s
the system Now if you do it the other way, you
don’t get the trial. You both would be indicted
and convicted in public, by the public,

bef or ehand.
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EHRLI CHVAN: That's a tough political call--that we framed up
there in this conversation, we don't need to
deci de here beyond nentioning it, but it's
something that will have to be decided. Qur
relationship to Dean probably was client to
attorney. Because we were already doing some--
present in all these transactions. Wat | said
to Dean and what Dean said to ne in private
conversation with no third party present--could
be a (Unintelligible) of privilege. The
guestion is, if requested to by the prosecutor,
woul d we waive the privilege? It is that Dean
conversation where he says he canme and told ne
that Liddy had confessed.

PRESI DENT: But he did it in California, didn't he?

EHRLI CHVAN: Well, the, the only reason to tell nme was not
for me as ne but because | was one of the two
conduits that he had to his boss. He didn't

have, | nean, the organizational set-up was that
way.
HAL DEMAN: The President’s log is very interesting. 1’ve

only gotten through August, but fromthe tinme of
the Watergate break-in until the end of August
when he signed your bills, uh, signed your
notes, in the office, you never saw John Dean

PRESI DENT: So that's, of courser sonething that
(unintelligible).

HAL DEMAN During July and August the President had no
conmuni cation with Dean at all.

EHRLI CHVAN: Now, he gave a lot of |egal advice about this

case. (Unintelligible) and all that, but
there's al so, uh, uh—devel oped a poor

rel ati onship and sooner or |ater the President
is going to have to deci de whether he wants to
assert his privilege-—+f Dean becones...

PRESI DENT: My privil ege—dh, |awer-client privilege?

EHRLI CHVAN: Yes. | n Dean’s conmunications to ne and ny
conmuni cations to him And the sanme w th Bob.
| think that’s a tough problem You probably
won't want to reserve it.
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PRESI DENT:

ROGERS:

EHRLI CHVAN:

HAL DEMAN:

EHRLI CHVAN:

PRESI DENT:

EHRLI CHVAN:

HAL DEMAN:

EHRLI CHVAN
HAL DEMAN:

ROGERS:

EHRLI CHVAN:

ROGERS:
PRESI DENT:
ROGERS:

EHRLI CHVAN:

ROGERS:
HAL DEMAN:

"Il take a look. (Unintelligible). What to
you think about that?

(Unintelligible)

It’s probably the first tine it’'s cone up
(unintelligible) (laughter) in this setting
(unintelligible) uh, M. Wlson (unintelligible)
t hi nk about that awhile.

G eat old guy.

He was at the White a House once before.
(Unintelligible)

The Di xon-Yat es thing.

(Unintelligible) budget (unintelligible) He
refused (unintelligible)

Canal is open.

(Unintelligible) he stayed at the Wite House
for several nonths.

My only, thought on (unintelligible/ REMOVED) at

all. (Unintelligible/ REMOVED)

[, I, I, I think--

(Unintelligible)

Yeah.

Vell, what it, what it really neans is—+t is

hard to understand, but, uh, he was Counsel to
you as well as to the President.

Yeah, yeah. |, | appreciate what you' re saying
and that's that is inportant, and | understand.

(Unintelligible)
Dean? He dealt with one of us.
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EHRLI CHVAN: It’s our capacity to nmake deci sion.
(Unintelligible/ REMOVED) an advisor in that
situation. (Unintelligible) an advisor in that
situation. (Unintelligible) and sonetinmes he
foll owed and sonetines he didn't.

PRESI DENT: That’s common. (Unintelligible) place.

HAL DEMAN: Yeah.

ROGERS: Trouble is, (unintelligible). Although
(unintelligible)

EHRLI CHVAN: (Unintelligible)

ROGERS: (Unintelligible)

EHRLI CHVAN: Sure that’s right and | deferred to him

UNI DENTI FI ED: (Unintelligible)

PRESI DENT: Well hell, | deferred to himin this damed
i nvestigation. (Tape Noise) | renmenber you
said, “I think you ought to talk to John Dean.”
Remenber. And | hauled himin here. And,
Christ, | (unintelligible) ad infinitum and
carted himoff to Canp Davi d.

HAL DEMAN: (Unintelligible) I deferred to himon
nost occasi ons.

ROGERS: Vell, don't think it over tonight? I, I, ..

PRESI DENT: Vell, let’s, let’s part with one thing. | don’t

see anything to be gained be the, uh, procedure
of Hal deman and Ehrlichman. You see, here's the
problem (unintelligible). K eindienst, Bill, on
Sunday—they both canme in and said, “Because of
Hal deman and Ehrlichman—just the fact that,
they’'re (unintelligible) ah, both of these

cl owns, uh, you know inplicated that they ought

to resign. They haven't served you well, M.
President,” and (unintelligible).

ROGERS: (Unintelligible)

PRESI DENT: They said, Make themresign, resign, resign,” |
said, Wll, God damm it, | can't do it on

uncorroborated testinony.” The point is--think--
a monment of truth for them when they
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HAL DEMAN

ROCGERS

EHRLI CHVAN:

PRESI DENT:
EHRLI CHVAN:

PRESI DENT:

ERLI CHVAN:
PRESI DENT:

come "in--and say they’ ve got corroborative
testinony. Do | have to exam ne the God-damed

testinony? | say "Look, fellows, | think under
t hese circunstances, you had better voluntarily
say that, uh--.” See what | nmean? That's what

I, that’s ny concern, | don’t (Tape Noise) Bil
made the point that a-person in public office
shoul d have no nore and no less rights than a
person out of a public office. That's, that's ny
theory. Right, Bill?

Wll, there is a good counter argunent which is
that a person in public office has a higher
obligation than a person not in public office.
This is (unintelligible).

I think, though, that matter is for the
i ndividual to decide (unintelligible). That in
effect (unintelligible).

| think that if we turned up in this crazy

i nf or mati on—unk--even though we are not charged
with a crime, and in the ultinate sense--1 could
wite you a letter and say that due to these
charges, that obviously |I don't want to inpair
your situation and I amgoing to take a | eave.

You conld say | have asked you to put me on
| eave until the charges are cleared up.

Sure, and | think that is the way, direction
fromwhich it ought to cone.

| personally think that, that's really the
course of action we should take and |l et them

let them let themput it out if they want to be
that way. And if they do, because you re angry

you i medi ately say, “lI am ah, | am confident
that these charges will not stand up and that |
that I, and so forth.” That I--and, “My

useful ness, of course, will be seriously
inmpaired and | therefore request a | eave until
the matter is cleared up.” | think that’'s--I

think we can all agree on the respect.
I mght put a...
It's like an indictnent.

28
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EHRLI CHVAN:

ROGERS:

PRESI DENT:
ROGERS:

PRESI DENT:
ROGERS:
PRESI DENT:

ROGERS:

EHRLI CHVAN:

PRESI DENT:
ROGERS:

...put a P.S. on there and say, "I am shocked
with the procedure foll owed and when | am
reinstated | amgoing to see to it that the
Justice Departnent changes its procedure.”

If, if the prosecutor came to the President
(unintelligible) and advanced suffi ci ent

evi dence, for you to ask then to resign, and he
| ooks at that evidence and says, "I, | agree”
(unintelligible). But in this kind of a case,
not that, normally, that kind of a judgenent

woul dn’t, wouldn't nean indictnent—that’s all we
have (unintelligible) in effect, Dean woul d be
doing a greater disservice to you than a
bonafi de Grand Jury indictnent.

That's right, he woul d.

He' s working for and was al ready deci ded before
(unintelligible)

think that...
..coul d come on the case.

.l think that before you have your day in court.
That really means sonething to ne.

Vell, if, if you were to resolve, pick the
result (unintelligible) Attorney Ceneral, that’s
a dfferent matter, M. President. | don't--the
thing I think is--based on what Petersen gave to
the President, which I |ooked at, | don’t, |
don’t think there's sufficient there. There may
be sonmething | don’'t know about.
(Unintelligible).

Well, | put those to WIson and, uh, he said,
“Well (unintelligible).” You know, his reaction
was...

(Unintelligible).

(Unintelligible/ REMOVED) said that you had
meetings (unintelligible).

29
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PRESI DENT: Yeah.

ROGERS: (Unintelligible)

PRESI DENT: That's what Dean's sayi ng.

ROGERS: And then, after that...

PRESI DENT: That cannot be (unintelligible), Bill.

ROGERS: Wel | even, supposing you had said that. Suppose
you said that. Then, then there wasn't—then, it
isn’t what ya say, it's what, it’s what ya did
that's...

PRESI DENT: Yeah.

ROGERS: So, what, what did they do? Well, they turned
all, everything in the safe over to the FBI.
They turned over the materials dealing with the
Watergate to the agents that were investigating
it, they turned over other nmaterial that did not
relate to the Watergate and was not under
i nvestigation to the dead of the FBI. Now how in
hell can you say that’'s obstruction of justice,
to turn over all the evidence to the FBI?

PRESI DENT: Except that when Pat Gay burned it, it makes it
| ook it...

EHRLI CHVAN: (Unintelligible) "Deep Six.”

PRESI DENT: And (unintelligible)

ROCGERS: Vell not, Pat Gay, | nean (unintelligible) Pat
Gray was told to do that. He said that that's
(unintelligible)--

PRESI DENT: He was not told to do that.

(REEL 2 BEG NS)
ROGERS: (Unintelligible)
EHRLI CHVAN: On the other business, which is very suspicious

and that’'s the business of “should he | eave the
country,” 1’ve checked with everybody in that
meeting and they don't renenber anything |ike
that. It turns out Dean called Liddy and told
himto have Hunt | eave the country. Col son
recalls Dean nentioning this to him no in ny
office,
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EHRLI CHVAN:
( CONTI NUED)

HAL DEMAN
EHRLI CHVAN:

PRESI DENT:
HAL DEMAN
PRESI DENT:

EHRLI CHVAN

PRESI DENT:

EHRLI CHVAN:

PRESI DENT:
EHRLI CHVAN

PRESI DENT:

and Col son saying to Dean, “The stupid bastard,

what a terrible mstake.” And then it was
count er manded, so | ...

(END of REEL 1)
..and he didn't | eave the country.

..and he didn't |eave the country. And so | suspect
that Dean may have acted unilaterally on that.

Here again...
Col son brought himup short.

Here he's trying to pass this up to Ehrlichman,
t 0o.

Well, he’'s going to have an expl anation for why he
didit.
But is that going to cone out fromthe others if

they said, “He was told to | eave the country?”—ch,
| ook, Hunt’s already said it.

Well, yeah. There's no, there’s no question that
he got orders from Liddy who said that, “ny
princi pal s?” and he said, “John Dean.”

John Dean said, "Ch no, it's Ehrlichman."

Yeah. (Tape Noise) get into one of these "he
said”, “l said” (unintelligible). |It's going to be
m serable. But the probabilities (unintelligible)
surroundi ng circunstances at | east as of now -1 ook
(unintelligible) Now !l now I (unintelligible)

i llusions about this process, when you get a test
of credibilities. Everybody gets used up. There
is nothing left at the end of that. So you just
have to, you just have to expect that, that, that's
the end of the ball gane.

Well, it is for this tine,

(unintelligible/ REMOED). The three, the three-
fifty thing is the toughest thing, Bob,
(unintelligible). Minly, to me there’'s no
guestion about it, whether it's been just
basically, that, that they had know edge that it
was going to go to the defendants and so forth.
They wanted it for that purpose. And the question
is what you thought it was. And then, then they’l
say that they don’t believe you. That’'s what it--
down to that.
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(10 Seconds Unintelligi bl e/ REMOVED)

PRESI DENT: There again, though, course they have a route
through this (unintelligible/ REMOVED). He broke
down and cried, (unintelligible/ REMOVED)

ROGERS: (Unintelligible)

EHRLI CHVAN: That’s a-right. Are you going to have spaghetti
t oni ght ?

UNI DENTI FI ED: Spaghetti and singing Toscanini.

PRESI DENT: Vll, Bill. You go ahead I'Il1, ['11I
(unintelligible). Let themgo home. It’'s --
possi bly we may ask your advice tomorrow with
all ...

ROGERS: | have reason to feel that you got John WI son.

HAL DEMAN: W sure appreciate your help.

ROCERS: Yeah.

EHRLI CHVAN: He was enornously gratified to hear that you had
recommended him

HAL DEMAN: W told himthat you had suggested himand it
was the only nane you coul d suggest and he said,
that, "Well, Bill and | have been on the sane

side and on opposite sides. He wouldn't speak
to nme on one natter."

EHRLI CHVAN: It was on the Swi ss deal - -

HAL DEMAN: That's right it, sonmething he wouldn’t speak to
me (unintelligible) never (unintelligible)
wor ked over here three days a week and never saw
Presi dent Ei senhower. Never got an aut hographed
pi cture and so we said, “W thought naybe in
this case that could be arranged.

(Laught er)
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PRESI DENT:

EHRLI CHVAN:

HAL DEMAN
PRESI DENT:
ROGERS:

EHRLI CHVAN:

PRESI DENT:
HAL DEMAN
PRESI DENT:
HAL DEMAN

PRESI DENT:
HAL DEMAN
PRESI DENT:
HAL DEMAN

PRESI DENT:

HAL DEMAN

PRESI DENT:

HAL DEMAN

PRESI DENT:

HAL DEMAN

Provi ded he had nothing to do w th Wt ergate!
(Laught er)

Well obviously this guy is very clean.

By the | ooks of it.

Yeah. Well, so are you, God damm it.

Ckay. Good bye, M. President.

See you a little later. Thank, you, bye.
I’"mglad he feels good about having the | awer--
Yeah.

Very good | awyer.

Yeah. I, | don’'t know about John. | don’t know
anyt hi ng about |awyers. | never had one before,
so. For exactly the reasons that, Bill thought

we wouldn’t like him-he's on old nan and we
won't |ike working—+ do Iike him

Now old is he? Seventy?
Sevent y-t wo.
Well, he's well-preserved.

He's, he's had sone, you know, he has
difficulties (unintelligible).

Very exceptional m nd.

But I'lIl tell you the guy has got--his mnd
isnt slowat all. He does have the problem of
having to go back and tell ya stories.

(Unintelligible)

(Unintelligible). Yeah. | don't, |I don't --
feel very good about him

Well, it's good to have him Very good. This is
a fight.

| need—a--he is so devoted to the other things.
He's just devoted to the cause. He said, he
said, "It's a great honor to neet, neet you
men." (Unintelligible)
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PRESI DENT:

HAL DEMAN

PRESI DENT:

EHRLI CHVAN:

PRESI DENT:

HAL DEMAN
PRESI DENT:

EHRLI CHVAN:
PRESI DENT:

EHRLI CHVAN:

HALEDVAN

PRESI DENT:

HAL DEMAN

What is his reaction to the whol e God-dam
thing? Conmedy, tragedy? Tragedy of errors?

He didn't, he didn’t, he didn't characterize it.
(Tel ephone rings) He didn't, ah--

(Pick up phone) Hello. ©Oh you' ve been busy?
Yeah. How s, howd it go? The 21%, rather
Yeah. Yeah. Yeah, for later. That's right.
Either way. That’'s right. (Unintelligible)
Vel |, get a question about whether, it matters,
whether | talked to Mtchell. Huh? Yeah
that’s right, Mtchell. But there was a, there
was a tinme, they' |l say, did ya ever, during
this period, fromthe 21° on, did you talk to
Mtchell? Very good. (Unintelligible). Very
good, good answer-- All right, Ron Good | uck.
(Hangs up phone). Well (unintelligible). |
just feel that, that, | feel that, | nmean | just
couldn’t do that. Now they may
(unintelligible).

I tell ya. | think you' ve put himin a, you ve
put himin a box on that. They are going to
have to have sonme damm good reason for that,
that Sirica thing.

Dean's credibility is totally destroyed, you
know.

Dean (unintelligible)

Sure, Dean (unintelligible) charge of the
i nvesti gati on.

Did they ask himthat?

Yes. | put it up to Ron and (unintelligible).
I made this point to Ron. | said, “You know
Dean unintelligible) the White House, the

Adm nistration, and so forth.”
(Unintelligible).

That's a good statenent, if | say so.

It is good. It puts you, no, it puts you
exactly in the position that you should be in
NOW.

W'l get the shit kicked out of us by the press
on it.

.for giving in on and so forth.
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PRESI DENT:
HAL DEMAN
PRESI DENT:

HAL DEMAN
PRESI DENT:

EHRLI CHVAN:
PRESI DENT:
HAL DEMAN

PRESI DENT:
HAL DEMAN
PRESI DENT:

HAL DEMAN

Ch, giving in on Ervin, well, oh Ervin...
Why do you think they' Il kick...

Ch Ervin, oh, no, oh Ervin's great—hell, that
doesn’t that doesn’t bother ne a bit. | was

al ways ready to give in on Ervin and | said,
“This is very satisfactory now | think we' ve
now acconpl i shed our purpose. This is a good
deal.” | said, "It not only applies to this case
but it can apply to other (unintelligible).

Yeah.

| ad libbed that when | said it. | worked it
in. But, no, I nmeant to get the shit kicked out
of the press. But, uh, “why did the president
act so late on this case? Wy didn't he act
earlier on this matter? He had the charges

floating around.” The answer is that they are,
they were charges that were just floating,
think. | mean, really, that’s true, there were

newspaper charges and so forth.
Vll, (unintelligible).
(Unintelligible) relying on Dean, frankly.

VWl |, then speed was not of the essence in this
case. It wasn't a matter of where whereby
nmovi ng qui ckly you would stop something. It was
done. It was a matter now of doing it properly.
Yeah.

Not quickly. (Unintelligible)

(Unintelligible) do what's right fellas. You
know, that’s the point, on that, the whole
Garnent thing. But, ah, there is this tendency
John, to talk, and basically I, | thought
(unintelligible).

Totally non-plussed by that. He said, “Were's
the Attorney Ceneral ?” He's taken hinself out

of it. (Unintelligible) the Deputy Attorney
CGeneral? He's not involved init. Were s the
Chief District Attorney? Where’'s Titus who
shoul d be on top of this? Wy did Silbert cal
nme instead of Titus? (Unintelligible) There's a
(unintelligible) of old boys fromthe
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HAL DEMAN
(CONT.)

EHRLI CHVAN:
HAL DEMAN
PRESI DENT:
HAL DEMAN

PRESI DENT:

HAL DEMAN

PRESI DENT:

HAL DEMAN

Justice Departnment. Silbert, he’s an old

boy fromthe Justice Departnent, and others, and
they band together.” He said, “Did John Dean
ever work for the Justice Departnment?” He also
said, “ | bet you those | awers that Dean has
and Magruder has both were old Justice
Departnent types.” He says that d anzer is a
very bad operator. He knows himwell. He
doesn’t know Sil bert, be knows d anzer well.

He knows G anzer very well.
Says he's a Bad guy. (Unintelligible).
Well, don't you both agree though, John, Bob?

He did it. But | would argue with the, the L. A
Times leak this norning. (Unintelligible)

I knew about that |eak, ah, it was going to cone
yest er day.

No, | don’t think it was intended as that. And
I don't--not because it triggered us, but
because it set the stage. It, It, let out ahead
of time that the Wiite House was going to nove
on sonething, And then, by God, you did.

Vll, did that story say the White House was
going to nove? OCh, oh, oh. Heads are going to

roll. That probably, that probably cane
directly fromDean. | think Dean did that.
“White House likely to adnit sone Watergate
responsibility-—will nake a dramatic adm ssion
on one or nore high level officials, bear
responsibility.” It doesn't say Wite House

officials. Now, uh, uh, uh, your action now,
sayi ng sonet hing, you know, substantial

devel opnents, and then when the Mtchell bonb
breaks, that’s all going to fit together rather,
rat her well.

36
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PRESI DENT:
HAL DEMAN
PRESI DENT:

HAL DEMAN

PRESI DENT:
HAL DEMAN

EHRLI CHVAN:

HAL DEMAN

PRESI DENT:
HAL DEMAN

Yeah. Yeah (unintelligible/ REMOVED).
Yep.

(Unintelligible) make out. Tell us about that
transaction and (unintelligible.
(Unintelligible). 1t’s about not letting
(unintelligible).

He said, he said it was the 22,000, was the
difference in noney material, into the case
(unintelligible. Did he keep the npbney or was
there something (unintelligible).

VWll, he called the same day, too, didn't he?

Called the next day. He called within twenty-
four hours.

That was the next day. Testified on Thursday
and called on Friday. (Tape Noise) They are
usi ng every lever they can lay their hands on—
t hese guys that say that.

I saw on ABC News tonight, which also fits into
all this, possibly. It says “in he last three
weeks in the Wite House, Hal denan has been

com ng down very hard telling everybody if you
have anything to say, say it now This was the
message that was given to Mtchell Saturday at
the White House. Hal deman evinced no protection
and no apol ogies. Anyone and everything will be
disclosed.” It, it should have been Ehrlichman
i nstead of Hal deman, or get out Wite House
(unintelligible) for cracking down hard on the
WAt er gat e.

That's not bad.

It’s a dammed good position to be in. And when
Ziegler talked to himhe says, “lI can't give you
anything official on that but | can tell you off
the record you are not going off base.
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PRESI DENT:
HAL DEMAN:

PRESI DENT:

EHRLI CHVAN:

HAL DEMAN:

PRESI DENT:

HAL DEMAN:

PRESI DENT:

HAL DEMAN:
PRESI DENT:
HAL DEMAN:
PRESI DENT:

EHRLI CHVAN:

Bill GIl was on |ast night?

No tonight. Gl called and asked for
confirmation. Ch, said he was going with the
story and he wanted Ziegler’'s coment. Ziegler
said, “I can't give you any conmment.”

The story probably isn’t even on.
(Unintelligible).

Vell, that’'s what | said to Ron, “Hold the
statenent until tonorrow, and | ooked up nmy story
(unintelligible) was on. No. It will be on.
It’s on. There's another item

The right day too. W had to get it out.
(Unintelligible).

That’s right. That's right. The Post won't put
it intonorrow. |If the Post had something to go
with tonorrow, | would say they woul dn’t go.
They’ Il hold up now and watch for—they re—

pl aying the long gane. (Unintelligible).

(Unintelligible) your point, John, about the
(unintelligible), I think we, | think we have,
we’ ve, we’'ve sped the process up. W're takin
a hell of a deep big cut. But this kind of,
this, this kind of stuff here would have had
stories for three or four nonths.

That’ s right.
That Ervin. Right.
Ri ght .

W get into the Grand Jury and then they get an
i ndi ct ment.

Well, there's no question that it's the best way
conpared to the—better than the Ervin process.
It’s absolutely essential to go it this way.
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PRESI DENT: That's right.

HAL DEMAN: (Unintelligible)

PRESI DENT: If it weren't for the fact (unintelligible)
possibility of indictnents and so forth, it’s
been ny theory (unintelligible) this God-dam
thing to the Gand Jury.

EHRLI CHVAN: Yep.

HAL DEMAN: Ri ght .

PRESI DENT: And ah, you know, | mean, and not, the...

HAL DEMAN: W have to face the possibility of indictnents
and those woul d, those woul d have come anyway.
They woul dn’t have let you get away with
(unintelligible)...

PRESI DENT: Well | think what woul d happen really,
(unintelligible) with Ervin's probl em
(unintelligible) I, we refer this to the Grand
Jury.

EHRLI CHVAN: They’ d have mnurdered you.

HAL DEMAN: Then they’ d be out every night on television...

EHRLI CHVAN: They' d have murdered you

HAL DEMAN: ..demandi ng that you fire everybody and denmandi ng
that you do that and that.

EHRLI CHVAN: vell ...

HAL DEMAN: (Unintelligible) that anyway.

EHRLI CHVAN: ..as a matter of fact, you m ght have turned the
set on sone day and watched your Wite House
Counsel crap—for the glorious television —as a
conpl ete surprise to you.

HAL DEMAN: That's right.

PRESI DENT: Ch, (unintelligible) you got the

(unintelligible)?
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HAL DEMAN:
EHRLI CHVAN:

PRESI DENT:
EHRLI CHVAN:

HAL DEMAN:
EHRLI CHVAN:

HAL DEMAN:
PRESI DENT:
EHRLI CHVAN:

PRESI DENT:
EHRLI CHVAN:
PPESI DENT:
EHRLI CHVAN:

Sure. He pulls it up there.

(Unintelligible). 1 would suggest that you
i medi ately approve a new Wi te House counsel . |
have a candi date.

Cood.

And that’s this guy Thonpson who tried Kerner,
(tape noise) high corruption. He' s tough,
bright, dedicated to public service, attractive,
cl ean.

(Unintelligible).

He’'s tried (unintelligible) three cases this
year. He tried the Kerner case —-that’s what's
gonna help himpolitically.

(Unintelligible)
No. Would he be loyal to the President?

He's, he's, he's got every reason to be. |—he
was here today which is what rmade ne think of
him Big, tall, good-Iooking guy, very robust.
But, he's also just gives Daley fits because of
his anti-corruption stand. He's the nation’s

| eadi ng corruption cleaner-outer at the nonent.
And he woul d be, he seened to, to, to personify
a new broom sweepi ng cl ean

Could he be the director of the FBI?
Yeah, yeah, he coul d.
(Unintelligible)

He’'s worth waiting for but if you don't want to
wait, you sure could go with this guy. He runs
a great big office. There's 70 | awers or
sonmething like that.
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HAL DEMAN:

PRESI DENT:

HAL DEMAN:

PRESI DENT:
HAL DEMAN:

PRESI DENT:

HAL DEMAN:

EHRLI CHVAN:

PRESI DENT:

HAL DEMAN:
PRESI DENT:

It isn't, the point, though, is I know you don t
think it's inmportant, but the White House
counsel is inportant.

Sure, oh, oh no, of course | knowit's
i mportant.

He's inportant at this, this, the uh, when it
falls apart like this you see the inportance.
He handles a hell of a lot of stuff...

Yeah.

..on, on our behalf that is inportant if it goes
wong and it’s totally insignificant as |ong as
it goes right.

Now, let’'s face it, up to this thing, Dean
handl ed a | ot of stuff well.

That’s right. Yes.

I would, | would hate to have you appear in the
position of not have—ef sort of conditionally
hol di ng the job open nuch beyond the tine that
Dean is...

"Il say, this. | think that one thing for
sure, John, is (unintelligible, with tape noise)
I would, ah, | think that 1’'ve got to play, I
want to play—+ know the Dean thing very wel | —we
have played it pretty, fairly well. | think
what we ought to do—rmke or deal or not with
Dean this week. (Unintelligible) in all
certainty (unintelligible). H's, I don't see
how Dean can possibly miss being in whatever

t hey put out on Magruder.

That's right.
He can't nmiss being init. And the way this guy
talks, I think all of you, all of you, everybody

(unintelligible).
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EHRLI CHVAN:

PRESI DENT:

EHRLI CHVAN:

PRESI DENT:
EHRLI CHVAN:

PRESI DENT:

EHRLI CHVAN:

PRESI DENT:

EHRLI CHVAN:

He may get it. W'Ill just have M. WIson go
around and talk with the U S. Attorney types.
(Unintelligible), and say, “Ckay, you are about
to, you're about to ruin these guys. | just
want you to know that they are going to have to
go out and protect thenselves. You'll have, you
are going to be, you're going to be, you're
going to be in a problem” (Unintelligible) I
mean. He has quite a close relationship with

Ti tus. (Unintelligible) get nmuch of a total on
this. This statenent, and he’'s going to nake
it, make it any thing he can--make a
(unintelligible) press for--not immunity, but
functional imunity, so-called, where he doesn’t
need to nake a side deal with the boys and they
can grant imunity. And uh, that, uh, that
woul d be my hunch.

Al right, we shall go over—one in. |In other
words he'll try the, say the same old thing from
now on.

I would, I would assune so to justify or force
himto go to Sirica to try to and get imunity
(unintelligible)...

(Unintelligible)

.showing to the Judge what kind of a w tness
this is. So on, and get them off the hook of
t he Executive Branch by having the Judge grant
the inmunity. (Unintelligible)

(Unintelligible/ REMOVED). | think, the Judge
can attach that statement. Really can

See, you're, you're putting yourself with the
(unintelligible) on that.

| amjust saying that immnity is not granted to
any maj or ...

I think that will be read as, as relating to
M tchell and, uh, ...
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PRESI DENT: That's right.

EHRLI CHVAN: ...people of that ilk as well.

PRESI DENT: Oh, sure.

HAL DEMAN: They nay decide not to read it as.

PRESI DENT: That's right, that's the point.

HAL DEMAN: That’s correct.

EHRLI CHVAN: (Unintelligible)

PRESI DENT: Dean’ || ...

EHRLI CHVAN: (Unintelligible)

PRESI DENT: well ...

EHRLI CHVAN: (Unintelligible)

HAL EDVAN: But, uh...

PRESI DENT: No, I, I—but I, | have told the
(unintelligible), I told the Assistant Attorney
Ceneral, specifically, that nobody shoul d be
granted i munity and that includes Dean.
(Unintelligible) Rogers agrees with this and
t he, uh, ...

HAL DEMAN: The ot her point that our attorney makes, which
is significant-hold on—that’'s right, the Judge
can grant immunity, but that in the Executive,
only the Attorney General can grant it. That
hol ds sonewhere el se too.

PRESI DENT: (Unintelligible) Dean is the only one who can
si nk Hal deman or Ehrlichman.

(Unintelligible)
EHRLI CHVAN: How am | going to explain it, after naking this

statenent? Wat do | do--say “Dean is sone
little, little clerk?” He's ny Counsellor, for
Chri st sake.



APRIL 17, 1973,

FROM 5:20 TO 7:14 P. M 44

PRESI DENT:

EHRLI CHVAN:

PRESI DENT:

HAL DEMAN
PRESI DENT:
EHRLI CHVAN:

HAL DEMAN
EHRLI CHVAN:
HAL DEMAN

PRESI DENT:

That’s right, he’'s involved in the Gray thing.
They are not going to throw the, throw t he whol e
thing in there. (Unintelligible) no intention

to see Dean again unless it's useful--1 don’t
think you can control him and uh, he's fanatic.
I don't think, you, you feel, uh, | nean, it
woul d be useful, let ne know.

I will tell you what is lurking in the back of
my mind is that, based on the chain of

ci rcunst ances, Dean nmay be provoked to nake a
public statenent which is slanderous and
hosti | e.

Another thing. | would like the libel suits. |
thi nk both of you, and Bob particularly, you
ought to have--get yourself a libel |awer, Bob,
and check the, or have WIlson--1"'d use the nost
vicious libel lawer there is. |1'd sue every
son-of -a-bitch (unintelligible). There have
been stories over this period of time. That

wi |l make—-that also helps with the public,
public opinion. Sue, sue right down the line.
It doesn't make any difference now about the

t aki ng depositions and the rest, does it? The
inmportant thing is the story’'s big and | think
you ought to go out and, uh, sue people for
l'ibel.

Do you nmean Senator Wi cker?
He's covered.

Ch, he's not, (unintelligible) Issues and
Answer s.

(Unintelligible) or using newspaper interviews.
That's right.

It was not on the Floor, he's too fucking
stupid. (Laughter)

Vell, well, well the point is though, did he—the
thing with Weicker is, is whether he said
(unintelligible). Was it |ibel ous?
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HAL DEMAN: Cer--, | think so. | better ask a | awer.
(Unintelligible)

PRESI DENT: Was he that specific...

HAL DEMAN: He was dammed specific.

PRESI DENT: .that Hal deman knew?

HAL DEMAN: Yes. “That, that Hal deman directed and Hal deman
was in personal command of all personnel.” |
repeat, “all personnel at the Re-election
Commttee.”

PRESI DENT: Good, sue him

EHRLI CHVAN: I think we shoul d.

PRESI DENT: (Unintelligible)

HAL DEMAN: He said that | was in personal command of Liddy,
I mean Hunt ...

PRESI DENT: I woul d sue Weicker.

HAL DEMAN: ..and McCord...

PRESI DENT: I woul d sue Weicker.

HAL DEMAN: | have never nmet or heard of him

PRESI DENT: I woul d sue Weicker and |1’'d depose hi m God- dann
fast. Ask himabout the 65 Gs. John, this
libel thing. You may as well get at the |ibel
thing and have yourself a little, have yourself
alittle fun.

EHRLI CHVAN: M ght nake expenses.

EHRLI CHVAN: Operating procedure-w se, we've got to main--,or

nmy recomendi ng, reconmendati on woul d be that we
shoul d naintain the facade of nornal
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PRESI DENT:
HAL DEMAN

PRESI DENT:
HAL DEMAN
PRESI DENT:
HAL DEMAN
PPESI DENT:

HAL DEMAN
PRESI DENT:

PRESI DENT:
HAL DEMAN

PRESI DENT:
HAL DEMAN
PRESI DENT:
HAL DEMAN

EHRLI CHVAN:

operations as long as you' ve taken this

position. | don’t think we want to | ook like
something is radically changed.
Nope.

Then | think we should cone into the office at
the nornmal tine in the norning...

Ri ght.

..and, uh...

Have your staff neetings, ...
Ri ght.

.plus you should at the neeting tonorrow with

t he energy conference and you should be at the
ah, the, the, us, Quadriad neeting. You re God-
damm ri ght.

Come and go and go as we go al ong.

Until, unless and until somnething happens.
(Unintelligible)

Now the only exception here is Dean.

Dean Shoul d not. But nobody will know whet her
he does his normal job or not. But see that...

Vell ...
..nobody gi ves a damm.
The basic...

He is not visible, and he's been out of here for
a mont h anyway.

Any objection to going to Florida this weekend,
if you go?
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PRESI DENT:

EHRLI CHVAN:

PRESI DENT:
HAL DEMAN
PRESI DENT:

EHRLI CHVAN:

HAL DEMAN

PRESI DENT:
HAL DEMAN
PRESI DENT:

HAL DEMAN
PRESI DENT:

EHRLI CHVAN:

PRESI DENT:

Wul d you like to go..or?

Yeah.

Wul d you like to go?

I don't expect to get much sunshine, but...
(Unintelligible)

It might help.

I think we should unless, unless our |awer
keeps us here and he coul d.

Yeah.
We normal ly would and | think we shoul d.

Ch, | think you should, Bob. Right. Now
understand that, if they, if they crack this
openl y...

Ch well, than that would be a probl em

(Unintelligible) I think probably
(unintelligible) but, uh...

One concession that | would ask, and that is
that, that people on | eave be considered for use
of Canp David occasionally.

Let ne say what | had in mnd. (Unintelligible
with tape noise) | want you to go forward and
if this thing cones out, which I can’t believe,
I want you to go forward to beat the rap, at al
costs, to beat the God dammed rap. They’' |l have
one hell of atinme proving it. Yours is a
little tougher | think, uh, Bob, and uh, it
shoul dn’t be—three damed hundred and. That’'s
why | hope, | hope you could raise with the
Judge, and, your, your attorney--that, please
gi ve, gave you the |l aw on that point.
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HAL EDVAN:

PRESI DENT:

EHRLI CHVAN:
HAL DEMAN
EHRLI CHVAN:

PRESI DENT:
EHRLI CHVAN:
HAL DEMAN:

PRESI DENT:

HAL DEMAN:
PRESI DENT:

HAL DEMAN:
PRESI DENT:

HAL DEMAN:
PRESI DENT:

Yes sir. On that point, yeah. W haven't
gotten into (unintelligible).

VWhat the hell is the | aw on obstruction of
justice? Yeah.

He's briefing that tonight for us.
He says it's, it’'s dam tough, |oose.

He cites G anzer as the mgjor, |leading authority
onit. He uses it like a bludgeon.

Only it it’s a (unintelligible)
Ch, he hasn’t given us that yet.

He didn't, he didn't give us the opinion. He
just said, “I1'Il, I’"ll tell you on, on, on the
top that it’s very tough. It’'s, it’'s |oose,
broad and cases go all the way.”

| hope he has an opinion sonmetinme on
(unintelligible).

Why the hell (unintelligible).
Renmenber | was a little suspicious of Chuck. |

was not—after all, | said, “Dean it, uh, what’s
he talking to these people for? And renenber
the way | put it is, “He was saying, “gee, |’'ve

tal ked to these guys and they' ' re m nd —picking.”
And | said...

VWll, they're not in error.

And | said, "I think they are taken.” Renenber?
| said that.

Sure did.

Well, | don’t—I think he was being taken

(unintelligible).
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EHRLI CHVAN:

PRESI DENT:

HAL DEMAN

EHRLI CHVAN:

PRESI DENT:

HAL DEMAN

EHRLI CHVAN:

PRESI DENT:

HAL DEMAN
PRESI DENT:

HAL DEMAN
PRESI DENT:
HAL DEMAN
PRESI DENT:

Well | think he figured rape was inevitable so

he was going to enjoy it.

Renmenber, Bob, renenber, | said, “I think they
are taking Dean.”

Sur e do.

Well, as | said before, we beat the rap but we're

damaged goods.

That’s right. You can’'t go back in the
government, but I will tell you one thing you
can do (unintelligible). ( 10 second pause )
You' re not damaged goods as far as | am
concerned. And ah, it’s one hell of a thing.
The point is that--and let’s wait and see what
happens

Sure. O course.
See where we are.

W ought to expect the worst but | think that,
that what | would Iike both of you to consider
uh, 50% of your tinme also for editing, etc., and
so forth and so on, with the Foundation. The
Foundation is going to be a hell of a big thing,
it's gotta be. These first four years are
terribly inmportant and so forth. And, uh, |
mean, uh, after all, you understand, that if—

| ooki ng down the road, |ooking down the road, as
far as uh,--you say your Dad was good at | ooking
down the road?

Yep.

If you are indicted and tried and found
i nnocent, it washes away.

Vell ...
Agr ee?
| don't...

.for governnent service, | nean
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EHRLI CHVAN:
PRESI DENT:
EHRLI CHVAN:
HAL DEMAN:
EHRLI CHVAN:
HAL DEMAN:

EHRLI CHVAN:

HAL DEMAN:
EHRLI CHVAN:
PRESI DENT:

HAL DEMAN:
EHRLI CHVAN:
HAL DEMAN:
PRESI DENT:
HAL DEMAN:
EHRLI CHVAN:
PRESI DENT:

HAL DEMAN:
PRESI DENT:

On, or for the practice of |aw
(Unintelligible)
(Unintelligible)
That isn't true, John.

Real | y.

It depends on the circunstances.

Yeah, it does.

(Unintelligible)

There is nothing | can be di scouraged about at

this point. But it’'s, ah, | think we’ve just
about had it. | think the odds are against it.
(Unintelligible)

Vll I'"mnot (unintelligible) traffic cases.

The hell with the traffic cases. Well, ...
(Laught er)

(Unintelligible)traffic violation.
Yup.

Wl |, | ooks nice.

VWhat are they doi ng?

Well, there’'s all kinds of things we could do.
(Unintelligible)
VWl l, the Foundation. | just think it’s very

(unintelligible). (Unintelligible) found
sonebody to do it. It's terribly inportant.
Incidentally, it is terribly inportant that poor
Kal mbach who' s getting screwed in this thing.

I think he's all riqght.

How could he learn? Did you talk to himthere?
Did, did Dean call hi mabout the noney?
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HAL DEMAN:
PRESI DENT:
EHRLI CHVAN:

PRESI DENT:
EHRLI CHVAN:

PRESI DENT:
EHRLI CHVAN:

PRESI DENT:
EHRLI CHVAN:
PRESI DENT:

EHRLI CHVAN:
PRESI DENT:
HAL DEMAN:
PRESI DENT:
HAL DEMAN:

Yes, sir.
Does he say what Dean sai d?

Dean told ne that he didn't tell Herb what it
was for. | don't believe himbut that’s...

Why does...

Herb, Herb said that he just foll owed
instructions; that he just went ahead and did it
and sent the noney back and, uh...

They said they needed it for...

I don"t, I don't even know it they told himwhat
for. 1t was an energency and they needed this
money and ah, | don’t know whet her he can get

away with that or if it’'s nore specific than
t hat .

You can corroborate then, Herb, on that one.
| can if Dean is the accuser. | certainly can.

If Dean is the accuser, you can say, you—that he
told you on such and such a date that he did not
tell Herb Kal nbach what the noney was for.

O as he has told ne—that he has told me, uh...
That's right.

(Unintelligible).

That's right. That's right.

Incidentally, at this point, (unintelligible),
we're we're going to have (15 second
unintelligible). If we have to get out of here,
I think the Foundation (unintelligible). | hope
to get funding for (unintelligible).
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PRESI DENT:

EHRLI CHVAN:

PRESI DENT:

EHRLI CHVAN:
PRESI DENT:

HAL DEMAN
PRESI DENT:

HAL DEMAN

Spend the rest of ny Iife destroying what
(unintelligi bl e/ REMOVED)

Let ne ask you this, uh, (pause). Legal fees
will be substantial (unintelligible). It is not
important, it (unintelligible)—3ohn Dean is a
lawyer (unintelligible) (tape noise) But there
is away we can get it to you, and, uh,--two or
t hree hundred thousand dollars. (Unintelligible)
Huh? No, no. Now, let ne tell you now. | know
the problenms with famlies and all the rest.
Just let ne handle it. Now how could we do it?

Let's, let’s wait and see if its necessary,
this—that whole ting, I, I, it nmay not be nec--.
This guy is like he’'s doing a public service

com ng over here right now and he’d probably he...

Let ne say, it would be investigations, |egal,

that will load,--you will find that you, you
have to do it in cash
Yeah.

That you got a civic, you got, you got a
government duty. (Unintelligible) inportant
t hi ng.

(Unintelligible)
(Unintelligible — stuttering) To strain.

Doesn’'t conme outta ne. | didn't, | never
intended to use the noney at all. As a natter
of fact, | told B-B-Bebe, uh, basically, he sure

t hat people Iike, uh,--who, who have contri buted
noney over the contributing years are, uh,
favored and so forth in general. And he's used
it for the purpose of getting things out, paid
for in check and all that sort of thing.

Um hum Um hum
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PRESI DENT: Very substantial. Uh, Bebe could, uh, we could,
uh, if this is available and, uh,--1 had thought
that we'd just throwit in the canpaign of '74
with you handling it. Sure. W probably, wll
nmake the candi dates who are gonna be around in
" 74.

HAL DEMAN: (Laughs)

PRESI DENT: I think so.

HAL DEMAN: I’ mnot so sure.

EHRLI CHVAN: I think you can take a very strong position on
this thing. Throw a |ot of distance between
anybody that's named in this thing and you'll be
that nuch stronger

PRESI DENT: A great case on obstruction of justice. | guess

UNI DENTI FI ED
HAL DEMAN
PRESI DENT:
HAL DERVAN:

the, the real torpedo turns out to be Dean
because, because | have stopped teaching and
that’s their case.

No, no, no, no, no.

Yeah, the President, had to (unintelligible)...
I understand. | understand.

.(unintelligible) can't do that.
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PRESI DENT:

EHRLI CHVAN:

HAL DEMAN:

EHRLI CHVAN:

PRESI DENT:

EHRLI CHVAN:

HAL DEMAN:

EHRLI CHVAN:

PRESI DENT:

EHRLI CHVAN:

HAL DEMAN:

EHRLI CHVAN:

HAL DEMAN:

EHRLI CHVAN:

PRESI DENT:

| understand. Well, I'Il tell you one thing.
(Unintelligible) guilty (unintelligible).
(Unintelligible) give imunity. You know It

isn't really much (unintelligible) privilege
ar ound.

Col son undoubtedly (unintelligible) John Dean

they, they could give himimunity for a
(unintelligible) thing.

See, that’'s the point, they could give himall
the inmunity they wanted on this. W give ‘em
We charge (unintelligible) on everything el se.

Chuck’ s got another thing in his bag of tricks.
Apparently Dean’s thing--and, ah...

Chuck got that-—Watergate | awers?

Wel I, Chuck has Watergate (unintelligible).
(Unintelligible)

Yeah, yeah.

Yeah.

I think he wants to lay out there in the weeds
but, uh, uh, he, uh, he, he’d be sonebody...

(Unintelligible)

He’ d be sonebody that you could talk to but you
can’t. | don’'t, uh I don't—h, 11l tell you
my feeling on this is that, I may be an
optimst, I'"'mjust not willing to believe that
the process will result in a indictnent and
(unintelligible). 1 just can’t, | just can't
accept that.

You’'ve gotta have faith that the system worKks.

VWell, I've seen it work for a lot of tines,
yeah, and, ah, ...

Except the thing that gets us, concerns N xon
(Unintelligible) Ganzer is a great obstruction
of justice man.
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EHRLI CHVAN:
PRESI DENT:
EHRLI CHVAN:

PRESI DENT:

HAL DEMAN:
PRESI DENT:
HAL EDVAN:
PRESI DENT:

EHRLI CHVAN:

PRESI DENT:
EHRLI CHVAN:
PRESI DENT:
EHRLI CHVAN:
PRESI DENT:
EHRLI CHVAN:

PRESI DENT:

Ch sure, it’'s ah, and that's, that’'s why that--
But he still has to prove it.

He's got to have sone facts, and he does work
for this fellow Titus and, uh, and he’'s got to
get by him danzer can't do this all by
hinself. And their checks in this thing are not
overwhel m ng, but they’'re there and he has just
got to find the right buttons to, ah, push to
make it cone out right. For that reason, while
we nmaintain the fagcade for participation
(unintelligible) realistically (unintelligible).

| understand that, | understand that. W'l
work, we'll work whole now, we, we tal k about
our (unintelligible)...

Keep sone face.
Keep sone face.
(Unintelligible)

W'l have a we'll have the God dammest party at
Canmp David, now here, let me say, you, | think...

VWll | have got to do the | eadership thing in
the norning, that’s...

You gonna do the | eadership thing?
.that’'s with Dean.

Then do the Watergate.

Then do the Watergate thing.

That’ s right.
And then I think I'll sort of fade fromthere.
| talked to Shultz and said, you know, | wasn’t

going to be available (unintelligible). I
tal ked to Ken and said he's gonna have to carry
a heavi er | oad.

W' || have to get reconmendati ons
(unintelligible).
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EHRLI CHVAN:

PRESI DENT:
ERLI CHVAN:

PRESI DENT:
EHRLI CHVAN:
HAL DEMAN
EHRLI CHVAN:

EHRLI CHVAN:

PRESI DENT:
EHRLI CHVAN:

PRESI DENT:
EHRLI CHVAN:

PRESI DENT:

The one problemis Shultz has got a hal f-a-dozen
trips lined up.

For himsel f?

For hinself. ©One to Latin America, to sone
I nter-Aneri can Bank and, uh...

Ch shit.
A bunch of stuff so he m ght.
Get himto ask Sinon to handl e the stuff.

VWl l, yeah Sinon said he (unintelligible). \War
veterans (unintelligible). Ah, nmaybe we just

m ght get a, our statenents judged.
(Unintelligible) well, anyway, that’s sonething
we’' Il work on.

Henry passed ne in the hall today and | could
have sworn | had a spot of |eprosy.
(Unintelligible) — Kissinger had a | ong | ook on
his face, he greeted ne like ny wife had just
died. Ah I'm(unintelligible). He's taking this
very much to heart, he’'s being very supportive
and it’s troubling himvery nuch.

| amtold.

And uh, he doesn’'t know what to do. He really
doesn’t know what to do. | have said, “Henry...
I"msure, I"'msure Garnment’s (unintelligible).
Yeah, he did. And | said, “Henry call ne at
hone.” | said, “Henry the best thing you can do

for the President is just staying clear of the
thing, and serving, uh, in, in places—Keep
everything el se cl ean.

Where do we put Garnent at this point? |’ mjust
wonder i ng.
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EHRLI CHVAN:

PRESI DENT:

UNI NDENTI FI ED:
EHRLI CHVAN:
PRESI DENT:

HAL DEMAN

EHRLI CHVAN:

PRESI DENT:
EHRLI CHVAN:

HAL DEVAN
SANCHEZ:
EHRL1 CHMAN:
PRESI DENT:
SANCHEZ:
EHRLI CHVAN:

HAL DEMAN
PRESI DERNT:
HAL DEMAN

I think he's eligible for a trip. | think maybe
you ought to send himto Ceylon or sonme place.

No, I"'mon, on Garnment (unintelligible)
useful ness. He, he was in (unintelligible).

(Unintelligible)

Yeah, and, ah, I...

He probably (unintelligible).
Yes, sir.

Not, not in the, I'"'monly speaking of it in the
terns of our situation.

Yeah.

I"mthinking of-—+n terns of his relationship to
Dash and the Conmittee, uh, where really he
conmes into play. Ah, that's, that's frankly,
that’ s another reason why | like to see you get
a tough aggressive guy.

"1l have a coke.

Wwant a coke?

Two pl ease

Vell 1’1l have a coke too, Manuel o. Three cokes.
Si, Senor, three cokes.

Ah, that's another reason I'd like to see you
get a tough aggressive guy in here, ah, like
Serelli or Thonpson or sonebody like them Un,
to supercede that problem because if you had
sonebody |ike that then you woul d say, well

t hanks Len, that was great, uh, this guy' s gonna
take over. And ah...

There's no real rush on that is there?
Ch, no.
Don't we, yeah really believe...
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PRESI DENT:
HAL DEMAN:

EHRLI CHVAN:

PRESI DENT:

EHRLI CHVAN:

PRESI DENT:

EHRLI CHVAN:

PRESI DENT:

EHRLI CHVAN:

PRESI DENT:

EHRLI CHVAN:

PRESI DENT:

HAL DEMAN:

PRESI DENT:
HAL DEMAN:

PRESI DENT:

I think they' re gonna...

.that’'s Ervin's down the tubes for six nonths
anyway.

Yeah, that’'d be ny opinion.
Ervin?
Maybe.

The, the point is that | think before we could
get, uh...

(Unintelligible) Mtchell.
..by Dean and Magruder,

(25 seconds unintelligible, pause,
unintelligible).

Yeah. Attorney general.
So we have to think of that job, too.
Yeah, we probably could (unintelligible).

Hm Have ny | awers there, ny | awers here.
Coul d John do, do little things (unintelligible)
accompl i sh—say you were | ooking at a possible
Attorney General and, ah, Thompson
(unintelligible).

(Unintelligible) Wite House counsel shoul d not
gi ve, uh—TFhat’s one of our problens wth Dean.
You’' ve got a guy who, who, ah (unintelligible)
over his head, (unintelligible).
(Unintelligible) young man is (unintelligible).

You have a great responsibility.

But they’ ve got to be supervised and he wasn’'t
adequat el y supervi sed.

That’ s the sane problem that’'s the same problem
wi th Magruder and Mtchell. Mgruder is a young
fellow
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HAL DEMAN:

PRESI DENT:

EHRLI CHVAN:

HAL DEMAN:

PRESI DENT:

EHRLI CHVAN:
HAL DEMAN:
EHRLI CHVAN:
PRESI DENT:

EHRLI CHVAN:

PRESI DENT:
EHRLI CHVAN:

Except, no, they disagree. Magruder was
adequat el y supervi sed, he was a hell of a guy
and think that we can handle (unintelligible).

(Unintelligi bl e/ REMOVED)

But ah, you think about the Attorney General,
cause | think Kleindienst is

(unintelligible/ REMOVED) | think KIeindienst
(unintelligibl e/ REMOVED)

| guess it’'s just too traumatic.
(Unintelligible).

I don't know, | think it mght be just in tine.
Trauma i s what you want at that point.

(Unintelligible) Thonpson over there
(unintelligible). Howold is he?

Look like he's about in his late 30’s.
(Unintelligible) general.
How about constitutionally (unintelligible)?

How about noving Len over there and getting hold
of the guy there in New York? (Unintelligible)

That’s, that’s the best parlay that’'s occurred
to nme, (unintelligible).

(Unintelligibl e/ REMOVED)
Quite technically we can do it.

It’s reported as saying that | never thought the
Presi dent was very confortable with the phrase
“guar ant eed annual inconme”. (Laugh) And, us,
sure wasn’t the fact. (Laugh) Said he wondered
if I would mind just witing a sort of an
epi |l ogue to the whol e episode by, uh, telling
himhow | felt personally about the fanily

assi stance plan, in view of ny remark. | just
got into a five foot file of unanswered persona
correspondence.
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PRESI DENT:

EHRLI CHVAN:

HAL DEMAN:

EHRLI CHVAN:

PRESI DENT:

EHRLI CHVAN:

PRESI DENT:

HAL DEMAN:

PRESI DENT:
HAL DEMAN:
PRESI DENT:

EHRLI CHVAN:

PRESI DENT:

EHRLI CHVAN:

PRESI DENT:

EHRLI CHVAN:

HAL DEMAN:

In a way, | suppose that, uh, the President, |
think, is handling this w thout fear of
avoritism

Sur e.

Yup.

(Unintelligible/ REMOVED) on that | guess
(unintelligible). The concern | would have
since you are handling it is, is who' s hel ping
you and how rmuch you (unintelligible).

Yeah, | know.
And, uh, Petersen is...

I, well, I, I know | know Petersen is not,
I"ve, |'ve nade up ny God danmed
(unintelligible) but...

But as conpared to who in a way, cause you've
got to have sonebody, don’t you John. Now maybe
the thing that you could do, John—s, is find
sonmebody |ike this Thonpson or sonebody el se.

RESTRI CTED- “ D’

So at least it isn’t anybody, he isn't anybody
you ought to | ean heavily on.

| get the point.

RESTRI CTED- “ D’
Yeah.

RESTRI CTED- “ D’
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EHRLI CHVAN:
PRESI DENT:
EHRLI CHVAN:
PRESI DENT:
EHRLI CHVAN:

HAL DEMAN:
EHRLI CHVAN:

PRESI DENT:

HAL DEMAN:
PRESI DENT:
EHRLI CHVAN:

PRESI DENT:
EHRLI CHVAN:

PRESI DENT:

RESTRI CTED- “ D’
(Unintelligible).

RESTRI CTED- “ D’
| didn’t think so.

He's kind of invisible. But if you were to
el evate him..

(Unintelligible).

Yeah, if you were to elevate him mght be
troubl e.

Now I know, so | need somebody around here as
counsel .

And Attorney General.
| need a Director of the FBI.

Boy, | got a, | got a marvelous |etter about ny
firmfrom uh, of all things a Harvard professor
but uh, ah, Republican type Harvard professor.

W1 son?

No, it's a different one (Unintelligible) who
has known Matt Byrne fromthe days when they wee
both on the staff of the conm ssion that he
headed that uh, Scranton conm ssion. This guy
said that Byrne is the | eader and, uh, inspiring
and down the m ddl e and judicious, non-partisan
| eader as he could be. | never saw such an
endorsenent. He’s really, uh, bringing in the...

John and Bob, if you have to be replaced who the
hell would we put in your spot?



APRIL 17, 1973, FROM 5:20 TO 7:14 P.M

HAL DEMAN:

PRESI DENT:
HAL DEMAN:

EHRLI CHVAN:

PRESI DENT:

EHRLI CHVAN:

PRESI DENT:
HAL DEMAN:

PRESI DENT:

EHRLI CHVAN:

PRESI DENT:

EHRLI CHVAN:

PRESI DENT:

I woul d suggest that you not try to do that. |
don’t think you handl e the segnments of it, we
just have to...

(Unintelligible) uh, Parker (unintelligible).

You segnentize the mnor areas and then, uh,
(unintelligible).

I think very shortly they' Il question who was
wher e.

(Unintelligible) I think he'd be under five
m nutes and then if he does (unintelligible).
Yeah, | was just kidding.

REEL 3 BEQ NS
He can't
I think we’ve got it.

We just change structure, that's all.
(Unintelligible).

I think we change the structure. You' ve got

Par ker, you’'ve, you've got Bull. As a matter of
fact (unintelligible) that way.
(Unintelligible) I guess we’ll have to

(unintelligible).
(Unintelligible with tape noise)

See some of those object papers, that you have
been seeing. (Laughs)

(END OF REEL 2)
| don't know.

RESTRI CTED- “ D’

Is it too tough?
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EHRLI CHVAN:

PRESI DENT:
EHRLI CHVAN:

PRESI DENT:
EHRLI CHVAN:

PRESI DENT:

PRESI DENT:

I can put himdown. Ken can't. He was their,
their (unintelligible) his, his peers.

(Unintelligible)

I nean he's, he's noving to, ah, noving to ah,
well, first I'Il give you a exanple. Ah, we
wer e announcing in the energy nessage tonorrow
this three-man committee in the White House on
energy, Kissinger, Shultz, and ne, as a
substitute for this thing thay they want in the
Congress now. Ash wouldn't sign off on it
because he wanted to be on the commttee. And,
uh, so, uh, he held ‘emup for four days. So
finally D Bona and, uh, sonebody el se canme to ne
and he said, “Jesus, this holdin" up the whole
thing.” So | said (unintelligible) sign off, we
go ahead and do it. Ah, now, Ken can't get away
with that. And so you'll find yourself
refereeing, |I'mafraid, uh, noves like that from
time to tine.

(Unintelligible)

No sir, but I, uh, | nmean, uh that's the kind of
thing that, that, uh, | can get away with that,
uh, nobody, uh, el se around here can.

Show Ken how to do it. | want himto referee
everyone with the greatest of (unintelligible).
(Unintelligible like, like hell (unintelligible)

(Unintelligible)

It doesn’t nmake a God damm bit of difference
what happens nost of the tine.
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HAL DEMAN: Well we’'re, we're still here for a while.

PRESI DENT: That’s right, yeah | can still ...

HAL DEMAN: We could get himat his (unintelligible)
position thought. And if it works out that we
can stay that’s that’s advantageous...

PRESI DENT: Yeah.

HAL DEMAN: ..because we could, we could nove out of some
staff it would be nore useful. And if it works
out that we can’'t stay, we'll work
(unintelligible)

PRESI DENT: I want you to uh, | hope you'll |let ne know
about the noney. Understand, you, there’s no,
uh, better use for it. Ckay?

HAL DEMAN: No, | appreciate it very nuch.

PRESI DENT: Now for a libel lawer, for exanple...

PRESI DENT: .and so forth.

EHRLI CHVAN: Those bandits usually work (unintelligible) a
foe as long as it’s any kind of a case.

HAL DEMAN: You think there Il be any?

PRESI DENT: Prom se to get one okay, the best reason
(unintelligible) perhaps, and so forth, let ne
say that, uh...

EHRLI CHVAN: But, if we get into a trial phase...

PRESI DENT: .trial phase...

EHRLI CHVAN: .l would go out of town and hire the best God-

damm trial lawer in the world.
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PRESI DENT:
EHRLI CHVAN:
PRESI DENT:
EHRLI CHVAN:

PRESI DENT:
EHRLI CHVAN:

PRESI DENT:
HAL DEMAN:
EHRLI CHVAN:

PRESI DENT:
EHRLI CHVAN:

EHRLI CHVAN:
UNI DENTI FI ED:
UNI DENTI FI ED:
UNI DENTI FI ED:
EHRLI CHVAN:
PRESI DENT:

Yeah.
..and...
Yeah.

.bring himin here and | oad himup and really
put on a show.

That's right.

So, ah that'll cost, that'll cost plenty. Ya
know.

Yeah.

(Unintelligible).

Somebody like--1 nmentioned Bill Frates down in,
ah, Mam or sonebody of that kind.

Yeah. Right.

He's very skillful and very tough.
(Unintelligible) club house (unintelligible)
very nuch.

(Unintelligible) yeah (unintelligible)
Good night. (Unintelligible)

Good night, Dick

Good ni ght .

Yeah.

Unintelligible.



